supports  the judge's  conclusion that  there was  a  reasonable   likelihood
the hazard  contributed  to would result  in injury,   ll/

The judge also concluded  that any  injuries would be  reasonably
serious.     4 FMSHRC at  2097.    Because the evidence indicates   that any
injuries would be caused by smoke and/or fire,   substantial  evidence also
supports  this  conclusion.

For  the foregoing reasons,  we affirm the judge's holdings  that
significant and substantial findings may be made in connection with a
citation issued under section 104(a)  of  the Mine Act for  violation of  a
mandatory safety or health standard and that  the violations   in this case
were significant and substantial.

.1.1 /    Like the judge,  we are persuaded   that  the presence  of  other fire
extinguishers  50  to 100 feet  from the discharged   fire  extinguishers  is
irrelevant  to  the question of whether   there was  a reasonable likelihood
that a fire would result in an injury.     The judge stated,   "Even if other
fire extinguishers and rock dust were where the operator   alleged  they
were   . . .   there would be no guarantee  that in the  event  of   a  fire a miner
would go   [to  them],     ...   [A]  miner might run in  the other   direction and
the first couple of minutes in any  fire is critical with  smoke  the major
problem."    4 FMSHRC at  2097.     We note,   however,   that any  question
involving the presence of other firefightlng equipment  is  hypothetical.
Consol  introduced a map into evidence which indicated   the  locations
where other extinguishers and bags of rock dust were  said   to exist.     The
record contains testimony concerning their possible presence.     However,
there was no proof   that any of  the fire extinguishers  were  actually
present at   the locations  indicated on  the map,   that  they were operable,
or that rock dust was present in usable amounts.

196otor, that mine fires may produce highly toxic fumes, and that miners
